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Tonr Oyucilp 


To come to the point iiaaediately, despite your concern for him, 
fisher i3 no friend of you rs. I will detail what A know* In addition, ha seems 
to hove played a strange role in the trial in which the panel report surfaced. 

There are a number of reasons why my sources have to be protected, 
which is why I naked in advance that you mention none of this to anyone, including 
those in agreement with us in whoa we both have the greatest confidence. As time 
goes on, forgot where we la^rn tai.cgs and they bubble outac-and too often get 
back to thoes who can pinpoint the source, ixi addition to the distress this can 
cause tae source, it else dries ap the well. 

What relates to you i3 once removed from on assistant attorney general 
My source overheard part of a conversation witu him. I also have several letters 
Wisher 'wrote a young man who works with me. Hy eources are as solid as they can be, 
really dependable, nature people. 

The weekend before release of the panel report, ^apartment of 
Justice people, including acme not reell? on the case, went to Baltimore to 
8d*> Fisher* lie convinced them of i$e validity cf the medical findings of the 
barren Report, ge made vtoet in described to me us "a very strong case” end 
"totally convinced the Department of Justice people'". 

Here X digress to let you &now * have asked my source if it is 
fair to infer that some of tne lawyers had doubts, if **• get on answer, i f ll 
let you know. 

In tie course of making a case in support of the medical evidence 
of the Warren Report. Fisher apparently fait it necessary to go after you.He 
questioned your "objective on the matter"* He said that when you were his student 
you were, among other things, "headstrong and bullhesded", "very"; a student 
with "wild iceeo"/ And he seems to have found it necessary to make a comparison 
between himself and you, presenting himself as "clearly a higher authority", in 
the Wajda cf my source. 

i*Jbv it happens that one of the Justice lawyers has 0 son who is the 
friend of a close friend of mine, a young man of high intelligence, incorruptible 
integrity and t knowledge of the feet of the case possessed by few. My friend told 
this son some of the fact end was present when the son, in some perturbation, 
phoned hi a father in hoahington. They had a long end loud dispute. The impression 
my friend got from what he overheard is of those involved in the government case, 
"at least the Assistant Attorney Generals were talked into things by Fisher him- 
eelf." This roey corry you back to a stupidity fit the trial, for when the son told 
the father about the backward head motion at Z313, his reply was "to point out 
that when the brain is injured, movement occurs", apparently in this case contrary 
to the great force exerted. 

However, this layper did let his son know that increasingly there 
are rumors in the Aepartnonti-thet tfco FBI did cover up to bide their own failures. 

At my bidding, o friend has been writing Fisher, asking him probing 
questions. Here is one answer: "Suffice it to esy that wc found correlation 
between the bullet holes in the clothing & the entrance bullet wound of the body 
and from studies on cadaver material in 0 medical school Hsp&rtment of Anatomy 
we were convinced it was possible for a bullet troct to connect the entrance 

$A.tC l^i/T fvjvuttl IrtbLfrS' Itffhf fUfafltl lj fh //V^ ' 


y,.- „ _ *** «!. r11 " about the single-bullet ihaory, Fisher said the panel 

h„a no - cr.o« m *'i»u this and is wee cat si he their aonei deration* 

, .. 1 J' 1 ? not Hn tlcipat^ say more letters froa Fisher, who pleads "a great 

mu ny -e Stars ci inquiry stoat findings in our cat or. ay review”, 

"ou will ha vo s quiet uproar about that aragraph, from s j,»n of 
forensic .?cieae, throne who finds you -very headstrong end hullheaded", who i a 
k! 5 reb ' ;or asp#**. - do not ’sent it to obscure those smia t words, "and from studies 
rrtuch wo personally did on cadaver material in a medical school Department of 
^na.ony .In fc.o same two days of their study, which they say in their report 
t. ey spent at the Archives? There is no *-e pertinent of Anatomy there, end that is 
no ; ? rau.cal school. Do, .they did -het is not in their report, and that is locking 
in -,ae report, I will, in my own way, be carrying this forwera, slowly, for there 
are ms ny a^epa if wo are to get access fco that. 

. D ° cs "” a " moan a H penol? Is it Fisher’s editorial "I"? Did they 
oaa *^»' s be r °- e ^ ° rtor their study, clone or with othera, like 
* au.apoy uoc.oro, it jrtjyera, ?3I egants, etc,? Did they do more than they could 

fl?n 5fi !«? a C 11 T io ® ?0ri3oa? If -bay did not, why r-.-fer to "studios which we per- 
JWs-ly <La on^cohaver materiel" . Anu why "cadaver laeWleL 1 .' . why not "cadavers" 

^uV.f+°»‘ d * Ve f 5 4 H ^ TC ? ° a oay * I:ot tboy hBYe dona » other toon lire a 

r l<? 4 *®° *'*“ nec!£/< ' iieve 5 °' a csuy consent from the standards and 

©talcs cu : or on sic medicine, or doing i/L&t iia unreocried* of out rtf 

your report? - «$ - - 


not 


?xOr/-op;j his sentence on the- single-bullet theory which foixov/E c'=oq p 
rotate • it 1.3 tf-Is i 


£ 1 kfcTO 0-0 cosiTit-n te te lib k-o on ^hoth^r fchig bullet sieo struck Govsr~ 

no- oacsl^y SaQO$ ^ did not inv^stigy t tols tlisso in detail# 1 * 

Thot pseudo-seieutiilc schwantaX Does he mean they did investigate it end 
no* in. edtai.1 or that they didn t investigate it? If they i uvea tigs ted it et 
elu, why is there; no reference to it in their report? 

ilb "bis pc. Jit j. am silling to do a little conjecturing, without 
insisting any of it is right. I cm silling to presume that for reasons unknown to me, 
"loner took tes j.aod in persuading the m lawyers that the evidence ms the my 
the &rren Goc^iaBloii v.ut it« I essuaae tbei; because it is nob really material to 
their cp no, these lawyers must have had acme doubts. They did go to Holt i. me re, a 
number of them, ons a weekend, it ia they, not, Fisher, who seem troubled. I h». to 
no doubt Fisher knows better then he sold in the report. I oai else inclined to 
believe tnnt he took the lend in the report. 3is letters ere in eimiiar language. 
Also, he dona have s leading reputation and ia the closest of the panel to Seshiggton 
.hst 1 do not understand is why he jeopardized hia fino reputation with s,6 un- 
professional a job. Do you know of any unusual connections he may have, any hangups, 
anything that someone might hold over hia? Begin, ing with the assumption he hod to 
know better, conclude ho did this on hia own, for reasons 1 do not know, or under 
..he persuasion of someone who could offer hia the protection he would require. 

rloase find ti-e time to give me your opinions, hunches, conjectures, 
or 6a y suggestions you may hove. 


Sincerely, 


Harold Vaisberg 


